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Please amend the specification by amending page 4, line 
8 as follows: 

Page 4. Cleanout Optional Mechanisms 

| 

In the Drawings: 

Please replace the paragraph starting on page 5, line: 6 with 
the following paragraph: 

The cleanout cover mechamsm 12 is best when the two : 
diameters (i.e. the barrel outer diameter , and the cleanout cover 
inner diameter) have sufficient room to move, and allow for a 
sealing device on each end. This will also leave some room for 
the contents of the paintball to accumulate. In the preferred 
form the two diameters leave a slight gap of roughly 0.01" r and 
uses o~rings to seal the cover. These o-rings should be sized as 
to allow the cleanout cover 12 to move with a very slight ! 
r esistant resistance . The open cleaning position 15 of the 
cleanout cover -1-5* 12 should allow the slots to be completely 
exposed. 

Applicant argues that a figure change is no longer 
necessary, because the specification has been corrected and the 
figures no longer contain a conflict. 
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REMARKS 



OA page 2 #1 a new title has replaced the previous title. 

OA page 2 #2 The section describing th e figures has be e n 

am e nded 

OA page 2 #3 the figures include 12 and 15 and show different - 
cov e r positions that are now b e tter described in the — " DRAWINGS — 
— R e f e r e nc e Num e rals" section that - has been add e d by this 

am e ndm e nt . No replacement sheets have been propos e d at this 

time - . - 

OA page 3 #4 Th e claims hav e be e n r e structured to what — t r h e 

a p plicant b e lieves i3 an appropriate form, 

OA— page 3 #5 and #6 Provid e d abov e are a) — 3lot Location/ — tej- 

slot dim e nsions/ — and c) — the numb e r — of - th e m equal spaced about th e 

barrel . This comb - i - ra r tion should supply enough information about 

th e pref e rred embodim e nt to be con s id e r e d "enablin g ." The 

sizing was determined by us e of imperial methods and has been 
furth e r established by reviews of user3 in actual gam e play, - 

OA pa g e 4 #7 The pri - or—re - f e r e nc es r e garding sound pressure 

l ev e ls b e ing reduced is in compari - son to having o p e nin g s withotrb 
covers in a standard barrel/ — or when compared to Ilavlock. 
One skilled in th e art would hav e knowledge that a gun without a 
barrel is far louder than a gun that has periodic hol e s that 

distribution of gas ex haust e d down the len g th of a barrel. iPfcr 

would then follow that the sound - pr e ssure lev e l of this inv e ntion 
will be greater than that and with the cover installed b e 
returned to that standard barrel s o und l e vel. 

OA page 4 # 8 / #9/ #10, #11/ and #12 — the Inventor believ e s - th e 
changes mad e to - the claims and sp e cification resolv e s th e issu e . 



OA page 5 #13 and 14 Ilavlock h as b ee n — added to the prior art 

section of the specifi c ation by th e amendments includ e d h e r e 

within . It should b e noted that Ilavlock is a barre - 1- - made with . 

rod s-; — and - Goepf erf 5 invention is limited to slots or openings 

within a standard gun-barrel it3elf . Agr ee d the problem is the 

3am e y — but the inventor believes - ^bh e -method of corr e cting sam e is 

diff e r e nt . Ilavlock' s openings ar e effectiv e ly th e e ntire l e ngth 

of their barrel. Th e inventor's — is a — standard barrel 

modi - f ication/ — and has a much more stable and l e ss - eff e cted by 

e h g mg e- in path that is asst^oi - a -t ed by Ilavlock' 3 design. Go e fpert 

believ e s that his invention i s 3till worthy of a pat e nt even in 

light of Ilavlock and th e problems it le av e - s unanswered. 

— continued on page 0 — 
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OA page 5 ##15 and 16 Co33io the device described by Cossio 

is intended to prot e ct the public from m i sfiring before and ' aft e r 

th e actual gam e play. I t is a safety device. As noted in the 

following paragraph - it has an open end — ( - recei - ving the end of the 

barr e l) — and a closed end. A closed end - at the end of the barrel 

can hav e no oth e r purpos e but to rupture— po - int - balls in the event 

of a misfire: IIence"-tfe e-- fcj r fc3.e "Darr e l Dlo e king Device"; — it is 

no t in t e nd e d to bl o ck gases or to block the mat e rial of a 
ruptured paintball in normal game play. - 

"A blocking device is provided for a fir e arm barrel The blocking device has a 
cover member, — which may be substantially mois t ur e -pr o of and may —be 
embioideied, embossed, or silk-scr e ened. Th e cover member has a clos e d e nd and 
an op e n e ud, the open e nd r e ce i ving an end of the barrel. A retaining device is 
affixed to Hie cover menibei and reasonably holds th e e nd of t he barrel in t h e 
closed end of the cover member. " taken from t he Abs t ract of Cossio 2003005614. 
Goepf e rt 7 s cover is intended to r e place t he outside ba rre l and c o ver t h e sl ot s s o t hat - a 
modi f i e d barrel can f unction normally. This is haidly th e intent of Cossio 7 s cover design. 

CONCLUSION 

For a -l l th e abov e reasons, - Applicant submits that th e 
specification and-c - l - &i - nt s— a - re now in prop e r form, — and - t - hat th e, 
claim defin e s patentable subject matt e r. 

Therefor e Applicant - submits that thia application is now - i - n 
condition for allowance, which action App jr iramt respectfully 
solicits . 

In the event that the changes mad e do not satisfy th e i33ue3, the 
applicant requ e sts an interview with the examiner -to demoirefrrgrb e 
th e inv e ntion and answ e r any qu e stions th e y might hav e about 



Applicant has carefully considered the above identified 
Office Action, and in response thereto is addressing each issue 
raised by the examiner in the remarks hereinbelow. In this, 
regard, applicant is canceling without prejudice claims 
1 - 24; and adding claims 25-44. 
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In the Specification 

Applicant has amended the title, provided a "brief" 
Description of the Drawings and added a title for the Discussion 
of Prior Art section. 

In the Drawings 

The specification has been amended, such that amended 
figures are not needed. 

Claim Objections 

Applicant has canceled claims 1-4, therefore examiner's 
claim objections are moot. Applicant has added claims 5 - 24, 
which are presented in proper form. 

Election/Restrictions 

Applicant has canceled without prejudice claims 5-24 and 
replaced them with claims 25-44. The method claim language has 
been removed from claims 25 - 44. 

Claim Rejections 35 USC 112 

Applicant has canceled claims 1-4, therefore examiner's 
claim rejections under 35 USC 112 are moot. 

Claim Rejection 35 USC 102 

Applicant has canceled claims 1-4, therefore examiner's 
claim rejections under 35 USC 102 are moot. 
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Claim Rejection 35 USC 103 

! 

Applicant has canceled claims 1-4, therefore examinee's 

i 

claim rejections under 35 USC 103 are moot. However, applicant 

i 

would like to point out that the Cossio ' 073 patent disclosks a 

i 

device that is used to prevent a paintball gun from firing a 

i 

paintball. The cleanout cover is retained on the barrel during 
firing of the paintball gun. Claims 25, 32 and 39 recite the 

i 

cleanout cover being in a firing position. Cossio would not 

.! 
i 

allow a paintball to be fired from a paintball gun. Therefore, 
examiner cannot combine the Havlock ? 7 52 patent and the Coslsio 
patent to reject the combination of at least one cleanout opening 

and at least one cleanout cover. j 

i 

i 

i 

» 

i 

i 

i ■ 
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CONCLUSION 

It is respectfully submitted that applicant has responded in 

j i 

a fully satisfactory manner to all matters at issue in| this! 
application, and this application is now in condition for j 
allowance. In this regard, applicant has made every effort' to 
comply with the requirements set forth in this Office Action, as 
well as statutory requirements. Accordingly, applicant 
respectfully requests that the Examiner enter this amendment-, 
allow the claims, and pass this application on to issu4. 



Respectfully! submitted, 




Donald d. Ersler ! 
Reg No. 38, 7&3 



Dated 



Donald J. Ersler 
Attorney at Law 
725 Garvens Avenue 
Brookf ield, Wisconsin 
Phone: (262) 785-0160 
Fax: (262) 785-0162 
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